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ABSTRACT

Whether linguistics is a scientific study is
revievwed in the light of what linguists actually do professionally.
Personal anecdotes illustrate the linquist's view of speech as the
dopinant language force and language as the vehicle of social
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cited. Coucluding remarks focus on the linguist's necessity to strive
for objectivity in collecting and analyzing data. (RL)
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Often it is argued that linguisties is a seientific study of
language; yet no ene seems quite abie to provide a simplified definitien
of linguisties, for teo jurmulate sueh a eonfining statement is as
dangereus as to argue that anthropology is simply the seientifie analysis
of man, Reeurring frequently is the question as to what the linguists
are attempting te de, and that interregative is a vursion of the original
question abeut what linguisties is.

Te answer what the linguists are up to is te respond that they are,
and h;,ve been for the past ene-hundred years or more, angaged in a
seientific study ef a language or languages. A great deal of power lies
in the adjeetival seientifie as it applies te language stwdy, and at this
peint we eught to eensider // s/ al/an/ tif/ Ik// as signifieant bsyend
its esuntable ten letters, its merphemes, and its phenemes.

All of us , in varying intemive degrees, quite natursily employ

scientifie language analysis, Te illustrate, I share with you one
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of my own early linguistieal seenarios, whieh may be referred to as
"The Scarlet Umbrella Insident."” Just afte:r I had suceessfully
completed my first course in Reeent Trends in the Teaching of English,
I was shepping in downtown Lawton, Oklahoma, where I noticed a singular
Indian approaching, There was nothing in his demeanor indieating he
wished eommunieation, sinee his ‘one-hundred and seventy-five paund
bronzed and bared chest had no warring signals. I eontinusd walking
with my opened searlet umbrella, a shield against Sel's brillianee
that hot, sultry afternoon,

Arriving just in front of me and then h“lecking me, that young brave
slewly peinted upward te my head. As the traditienal text~beok Indian
warrier raised his mighty hand, sans the hatehet, te sealp me, he
speke instead: "Where ubhmbrellum?” In my erazed respense, having
just been scalped, I theught I ebserved some slight museular relaxatien
absut his meuth; nenetheless, I said in a high, loud veiee, sulturally
aseentable for savages: "ME got um THERE." I peinted direetly to a

+wo
near-by bar just tew deers away! Then, ef eourse, I fled--baekwards,

leaving the Indian entering the bar. I fled besause neither the

histery beek ner the English text signalled any ether justifiable
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language protoeel. 'When yoeu think dout them, though, the language
signals were all present in a seientifie and observable form. That is to
say, we may equate the maving hand te the voeal eord, and, further, we
may equate the relaxing musele, evideneed at the meuth, te the behavioral
objeetive established by the mind. The language measuring formula i"sz
hand: veeal eord as mouth: behavioral objeetive. 4And with sueh a realistic
deviee it may be observed that the warrier quite pessibly just wanted te
purehase a preatty umbrella for his wife, new living on the profits of
their oil well.

Fleetingly, we have looked at the phenomena of a speech in the
proecess ef being uttered, and we may tag the whele process as the

str am of speesh in mueh the same manner as Sterne earlier implied

the term stream of eenseisusness and Joyee, perhaps later, used it.

We have just surfaeely oxanﬁ.nod one mind in the preeess of werking!
Typieally, the linguists are up to making just sueh illustrated

~ studies beeause, in speeeh, the whele Labyrinth of a mind at werk is
effered; but, eenversely, in the printec*word, mueh of the phenemena is

missing and the researsher studying enly the paper-reeorded symbelies
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is mere limited in researeh possibilities. Linguisties reeognizes speech,
therefore, as the predominant language foree., Viewing the world from the
linguists' point of view, the linguists eenelude that the study of
language is an imperative reole in the study oﬂman in general, feor language
is the vehicle of secie] irteraction and communieation. In spesch, but in
the printed werd, tee, the linguists are able to make studies of man.

In either event, speeeh or writing, the linguist maneuvers his
partieular study te a pesition te observe and analyze data so that he
may set up e paradigm or paradigms fer interpreting some delimited -hase
of eonmunieation in the study eof man., Often the seientifie paradigm,
the set or unit ef faeils, may woerk well in one iselated linguistieal
study but may eperate ambiguously in applieatien te ansther rigereusly-
eontrelled ferage inte language. Grammatieally, te supply an example, “ame,
ames, and amat” is a pattern er a paradigm in the singular te preduee
"laude, laudas, and laudit;"” hewever, the ebservable language infleetioens
are not the oxasting peradigm te apply te "amabe, amabis, amahit.” But
what the linguist ebserves abeut language must be set up inte paradigms
Just as Aristetle seilentifieally worked with the analysis ef metion,
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Infortunately, as with meny seientific investigations, the linguistieal
produet often evacas immedia‘t-,e applieation in thqlsimilar sense that the
contemporary "meon roek" astrenautical studies defy utility at the moment.
There is, however, a braneh of linguistieal studies, genorslly referred te
as applied linguisties, whieh in theery and praetice i'its tne elassroom
teaehing unit. Many of these studles rely heavily on the scientifie know-
ledge about lang;tymgev studies made b@llinguistm MeDavit, Chemsky,
Baugh, Zipf, Reberts, et al. George K. Zipf, a Harvard-edueated linguist,
represents eontributors to the mass ef knowledge new known abeut the
English language.

He took a selentist's appreaeh te language study; for him that
meant pulling reses apart to eeunt, te erus™, and te serutinize in the
name of statistieal analysis even if it meant te tabulate abeut what fer
mest of us is: the aesthetie rese....is a ress. For Ziof, the seientifie
study ef language meant the bielegieal, psyeholegieal, and the soeial
presesses as well, Sines he doyolopod the fameus "Zipf Curves," he has
anjeyed asseptanes for his right faets but has fallen to seme unpepularity
for‘his faulty explanatiens, Semehew Zipf has been guilty of some mis-

El{fc«intorprotation of gathered data, but the "Searlet umbrella Ineident"
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and difficulty
illustrates the rapidity/with which one must survey date and make simultaneous
deeisiens. Zip's statistieal language frequenecy eurves, sometimes now

referred to as "statistieal puzzles," are only a poertion of his linpuistical

work. The Psyeho-Bielegy of Language, in print again, merits reeonsidera-

tien for the underlying issues it raises. A seeond leok at Ziof
may uneever mere ¢egnitive aspeets of linguistieal behavier.,

Delving into what is se uniquely human about mankind, Bls whole array
of linguistieal symbolies, the linguist is up te working mierosecepisally
within a rigereusly-eentrelled study seleeted frem a broad pgnoramie
language seepe. In this tremende_us breadth, linguisties has a demand on
the psyeho-bielegieal studies, and it alse depends upen areas sueh as
phoneties te supply required data., Further, the study ef the English
language is epen te mueh knewledge ef sehelarly etymelegy, for whe would
linguistieally attempt te analyze Shakespeare, Chaueer, King Alfred’s
wexxs, Byrd's "The Histery of the Dividing Line,"” Carrell’s "Jabberweeky,"
or even attempt te understand many pieees of literature witheut seme

allusien te histerisal language dat;?
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Aceording to whatever study he eheoses from the bread speetrum
available, the linguist may ehoese to study the grammar of the language as
vwell as its syntax. Fa is frequently submerged in exhaustive and minute
details of merphelegy, even extensively empleying tapes er other teeh-
nelegieal advantages to gather data eon sueh things as suprasegmentation
as it is neted by a slight breath intake or exhale in speeeh patterns.

Fer that matter, theugh, seo dees the psyehiatrist attaeh signifieanee
te similar speeeh signals. Teday mest nourologists view speeeh in

terms of dynamie interrelatienships and interaetiens between linguisties
and ether mental preeesses,

Te mentien anether abserbing study quite eften subjeeted to
linguistieal serutiny is te list the dialeetieal studies, whether ene
limits his investigatien te the Aesma Keresen Indians ef New Mexiee or
o;pandl his herizens te the Pennsylvania Duteh eor even feeuses his
researsh en a segment of Heesier speeeh er writing.

The small but mighly prepesitien has quite possibly‘oausod some

teaehers of the English language seme diseemfert. And therse is always

the eternal vigilanee by these teashers fer the awkward usage. Deminien
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over management of the reeeived rule that there whall be ne prepesitions

to end a sentenee with is assuredly a linguistieal eoneern. Cslling his

poem “The Naughty Prepesitien,” Morris Bishep in A Bowl ef Bishep, Dial

Press, 1954, summarizes quite well ths endless strugple with the prepesitioen:
T lately lest a prepes’ tien;
It hid, I theught, beneath my e¢hair,

Ard angrily I eriad:; "Perdition!

Up frem out of in under there!”

Correetness is my vade mesum

And straggling phra=es I abher;

And yet I wendered: "What sheuld he eame
Up frem eut of in under fer?"
It weuld be an exeiting study fer any number ef linguists to attaek
net enly Bishep's lest prepesitien but alse te lend seientifie analysis

te explanatiens fer "slowing up” and "slewing down" as synenyms, sinee
"up” and "dewn" are antenyms. And there's that small matter with respeet

te "drou:l.ng up.” The realm of the prepesitien is alse the kingdem ef
the linguist.
It 1s rightfully argued that the linguist dees have a senmitment te

;llcﬂ.ouil; he is up te therough investigatiens within the diseiplines ef
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psyehelogy, bielegy, pheneties, etymolegy, grammar, syntax, merphelegy,
and dialectol;gy. After his statistieal paradigms are formulatad, he
must interpret. Selentifieally eellseting data and serting the data
inte paradigmatie form, the linguist wers induetively. And he dees
find exeitement in his quest for faets. He must make every luman effert
te aveid the blinding seeielogieal barriers leading him te muke wreng
deseriptiens of his patient as was illustrated by"The Searlet Umbrella
Incident." His deseriptiens ef the language must be aeeurate, the better
te aveid wrengly disgnesing his patient, Mueh of the time, like Zipf,
the linguist ends his study with minute details abeut the rose, even noting
the werit at its reeis.

Linguists are net simply applying new "heeus~poeus” terminelogy
te old ideas, ner are they engaged in the mere pseude-seienee of just
seunting letters, sewrds, steppals, or gestures, Rather, the linguists
empley the whele array ef subjeets falling within human eommunieation.

They are engaged in diseevering the bridge from what man knews eof himself
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to what he does not knew but inevitably must know! The struetures of

a bridge of this sort might well be the seientifie paradigms formuluted

by linguists studying the breadth of man's eommunieative devices.
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